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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Application No. 10/500204 filed on 6/28/2004 has been examined. In this Office 
Action, claims 1-13 are pending. 

Priority 

2. Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority under 35 
U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d). The examiner has considered the certified copy of the Application 
European 2001 01131036.4 dated 12/28/2001 for priority claiming. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

3. The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on 6/28/2004 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97 and has been considered by the 
examiner. 

Specification 

4. A substitute specification excluding the claims is required pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.125(a) because disclosure is referring to a claim in Summary section, on page 2, line 
1 1 as "claim 1" and the disclosure is referring to a claim in Detailed description section, 
on page 5, line 6 as "claim 5". 
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A substitute specification must not contain new matter. The substitute 
specification must be submitted with markings showing all the changes relative to the 
immediate prior version of the specification of record. The text of any added subject 
matter must be shown by underlining the added text. The text of any deleted matter 
must be shown by strike-through except that double brackets placed before and after 
the deleted characters may be used to show deletion of five or fewer consecutive 
characters. The text of any deleted subject matter must be shown by being placed 
within double brackets if strike-through cannot be easily perceived. An accompanying 
clean version (without markings) and a statement that the substitute specification 
contains no new matter must also be supplied. Numbering the paragraphs of the 
specification of record is not considered a change that must be shown. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. § 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, second paragraph because claim 1 
recites the limitation as "said first type" in line 11. There is insufficient antecedent basis 
for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
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regards as the invention. Claim 1, line 18 claiming as "a device or process" and it is not 
clear what kind of device or process is not defined and the claim is vague and indefinite. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C. § 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

9. Claims 6-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 101, because none of the claims are 

directed to statutory subject matter. Independent claim 6 deals with simple 
mathematical abstract idea. A claim that recites a computer that solely calculates a 
mathematical formula or a computer disk that solely stores a mathematical formula is 
not directed to the type of statutory subject matter eligible for patent protection. The 
claims are not producing useful, concrete and tangible results. See Diehr, 450 U.S. at 
186 and Gottschalk v. Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 71-72 (1972). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1 1 . Claims 1-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Guck (US Patent 5,864,870) hereinafter Guck and in view of Esquibel et al. (US Patent 
6,662,186) hereinafter Esquibel. 

12. As per independent claim 1 , Guck teaches a method for storing on a server of 
files of various formats using an object database coupled to a network with clients 
(col. 3, lines 26-29). Guck teaches the claimed, receiving data of different data types 
(Fig. 5, col. 7, lines 10-13). Guck teaches the claimed, analyzing said received data 
(Fig. 3, col. 9, lines 48-49). Guck teaches the claimed, detecting the format of the 
received data (Fig. 5, col. 7, lines 10-13). 

Guck does not explicitly using a machine-interpretable link and associated data. 
However, Esquibel teaches the claimed, detected format for evaluating whether said 
data contain at least one machine-interpretable link and associated data, any other data 
except data of said first type, or a mixture of said machine-interpretable link and 
associated data with said other data (Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 59-65). Further, Esquibel 
teaches the claimed, evaluating whether said technical device is able to interpret said 
data for reproducing a physical representation of said data (Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 41-43). 
Esquibel teaches the claimed, supplying the result of said first evaluation and the result 
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of said second evaluation to a device or process for data type dependent processing of 
said data (Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 59-65). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the invention, to have combined the teachings of the cited references 
because Esquibel's teachings would have allowed Guck's method to ensure data saved 
in a particular file format and version is always available, even if the file format, version 
and the original program are no longer available (col. 1, lines 55-58). 

13. As per dependent claim 2, Guck and Esquibel combined teaches the claim 1, 
Esquibel teaches the claimed, for data being interpretable by said technical device is 
also indicated whether the format type of said data is one of a number of specified 
format types (Fig. 1 , col. 4, lines 44-47). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the invention, to have combined 
the teachings of the cited references because Esquibel's teachings would have allowed 
Guck's method to ensure data saved in a particular file format and version is always 
available, even if the file format, version and the original program are no longer 
available (col. 1, lines 55-58). 

14. As per dependent claim 3, Guck and Esquibel combined teaches the claim 1, 
Esquibel teaches the claimed, for data being not interpretable by said technical device 
is also indicated if it is text (Fig. 1, 4, col. 7, lines 55-58). 
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15. As per dependent claim 4, Guck teaches the claimed, technical device is a data 
sorting device, a database management system or a data content browser (Fig. 1, 
col. 4, lines 41-47). 

16. As per dependent claim 5, Apparatus for automatic detection of data types for 
data type dependent processing. This claim is rejected under the same rationale as 
claim 1. 

17. As per independent claim 6, Guck teaches a method for storing on a server of 
files of various formats using an object database coupled to a network with clients 
(col. 3, lines 26-29, Fig. 2, col. 6, lines 31-48). Guck teaches the claimed, receiving 
data (Fig. 5, col. 7, lines 10-13). Guck teaches the claimed, determining if said received 
data is a container data type (Fig. 2, col. 7, lines 61-67). Guck teaches the claimed, 
determining said received data is at least one of a metadata data type and essence 
data type, when said received data is not determined to be of said container data type 
(Fig. 4B, col. 9, lines 25-33)." Guck does not explicitly using a machine-interpretable link 
and associated data. However, Esquibel teaches the claimed, determining said received 
data is at least one of physical data type and abstract data type, after said step of 
determining whether said received data is metadata data type and essence data type 
(Fig. 6, col. 8, lines 27-40). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing 
art at the time of the invention, to have combined the teachings of the cited references 
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because Esquibel's teachings would have allowed Guck's method to ensure data saved 
in a particular file format and version is always available, even if the file format, version 
and the original program are no longer available (col. 1, lines 55-58). 

18. As per dependent claim 7, Guck teaches the claimed, received data is 
determined to be said container data type when a portion of data selected from said 
received data has been previously determined being said metadata data type (Fig. 2, 5, 
col. 7, lines 10-13 and 61-67). 

19. As per dependent claim 8, Guck teaches the claimed, container data type 
comports to an HTML compatible data format (Fig. 4,A, col. 8, lines 36-45). 

20. As per dependent claim 9, Guck and Esquibel combined teaches the claim 1, 
Esquibel teaches the claimed, received data is determined to be said metadata data 
type when said data comprises a link with an essence related to said link (Fig. 4, col. 7, 
lines 34-44). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data 
processing art at the time of the invention, to have combined the teachings of the cited 
references because Esquibel's teachings would have allowed Guck's method to ensure 
data saved in a particular file format and version is always available, even if the file 
format, version and the original program are no longer available (col. 1, lines 55-58). 
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21 . As per dependent claim 10, wherein said received data is determined to be said 
essence data type instead of said metadata data type. 

22. As per dependent claim 11-13, Guck and Esquibel combined teaches the 
claim 1, Esquibel teaches the claimed, received data is determined to be said physical 
data type when said received data is capable of being of being interpreted by a device 
implementing said method (Fig. 1, col. 4, lines 59-65). Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the data processing art at the time of the invention, to 
have combined the teachings of the cited references because Esquibel's teachings 
would have allowed Guck's method to ensure data saved in a particular file format and 
version is always available, even if the file format, version and the original program are 
no longer available (col. 1, lines 55-58). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sathyanarayan Pannala whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-4115. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Sathyaharayan 
Examiner 




srp 

March 17, 2006 



